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and silver, and that, however much you may fix it, the laws
of Political Economy will be too much for you. They
say that the law of cost of production is so certain that it
is absolutely impossible to go against it. I will now give
an instance, and if I am wrong there will no doubt be
some here who know something about the question. The
metal called platinum costs a great deal more to produce
than gold, and yet you cannot get a pound of gold for a
pound of platinum, and why? Simply because gold, being
used for coinage, has a special monopoly and privilege
that renders this cost-of-production law inoperative. We
are told we are against science. I suppose everbody who
has watched within the last few years any of the various
discussions which have taken place knows exactly how
that word " science " is used. We know when A differs
from B and has proved his case, B says: " That is all
" very well, but it is not scientific." But what we must
look to when using such words as " science " is, what are
the facts? and the fact is that during the time when the
bimetallic law existed in France, the relative value of
the two metals was kept as close as possible to the French
legal price, notwithstanding the great fluctuations taking
place in both metals in the cost of production. It is like
the story of the old French Abbe who wrote an essay
on the Swedish Constitution to show that it was eternal,
and he had scarcely had the last proofs of it when
they came and told him there had been a revolution and
that the constitution was at an end. " They may destroy
" the constitution," said he, "but they cannot destroy my
" book;" and that is exactly the case with those gentlemen
who are always throwing the cost of production in the
face of those to whom I have alluded. But with regard
to bimetallism being against nature, I think you will agree
that that is a general proposition; for almost all things
in heaven and earth are against nature. Everything in
heaven is supernatural, and most things to be seen from